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All persons are by nature free and independent, and have certain natural and unalienable rights, among which are those of 
enjoying and defending life and liberty, of acquiring, possessing, and protecting property, and ofpursuing and obtaining safety 
and happiness. — Article 1, Section 1, New Jersey State Constitution 


Tribute To America’s Patriot 
Pastors And Stalwart 
Statesmen 

By Chuck Baldwin 

In honor of Independence Day, 

I devote this column to the brave men of 
America who were most responsible for 
our country’s successful separation from 
Great Britain, namely, the patriot pastors 
and stalwart statesmen of 1775 and 
1776. It was the pulpit as much as the 
politician and soldier that birthed this 
great country. Without the Black 
Regiment-the mostly Protestant pulpits 
of colonial America-there would never 
have been a Lexington Green, Concord 
Bridge, or Bunker Hill. Of course, the 
moniker Black Regiment or Black Robed 
Regiment was given by the British 
Crown, which demonstrated how 
effective the Crown believed the pulpits 
of colonial America were to the cause of 
independence. 

John Witherspoon, John 
Leland, Jonathan Mayhew, Isaac 
Backus, Samuel Cooper, and Ebenezer 
Baldwin are as important to the success 
of the Revolution as are Benjamin 
Franklin, John Adams, Josiah Quincy, 
Dr. Joseph Warren, John Hancock, and 
Richard Henry Lee. I want to honor 
these great men by sharing some 
examples of their nobility and sacrifice. 

James Caldwell was called 
“The Rebel High Priest” or “The Fighting 
Chaplain.” Caldwell is most famous for 
the “Give ’em Watts!” story. During the 
Springfield (New Jersey) engagement, 
the militia ran out of wadding for their 
muskets. Quickly, Caldwell galloped to 
the Presbyterian church, and returning 
with an armload of hymnals, threw them 
to the ground, and hollered, “Now, boys, 
give ’em Watts!” He was referring to the 
famous hymn writer, Isaac Watts, of 
course. 


The British hated Caldwell so 
much, they murdered his wife, Hannah, 
in her own home, as she sat with her 
children on her bed. Later, a fellow 
American was bribed by the British to 
assassinate Pastor Caldwell-which is 
exactly what he did. Americans loyal to 
the Crown burned both his house and 
church. No less than three cities and 
two public schools in New Jersey bear 
his name. 

John Peter Muhlenberg was 
pastor of a Lutheran church in 
Woodstock, Virginia. When news of 
Bunker Hill reached Virginia, 
Muhlenberg preached a sermon from 
Ecclesiastes 3. He reminded his 
parishioners that there was a time to 
preach and a time to fight. He said that, 
for him, it was time to fight. He then 
threw off his vestments and stood 
before his congregants in the uniform of 
a Virginia colonel. He participated in the 
battles of Brandywine, Germantown, 
Monmouth, and Yorktown. 

Joab Houghton was in the 
Hopewell (New Jersey) Baptist Meeting 
House when he received news of the 
battles at Lexington and Concord. His 
great-grandson gives the following 
eloquent description of the way he 
treated the tidings: “[Mjounting the great 
stone block in front of the meeting¬ 
house, he beckoned the people to stop. 
Men and women paused to hear, 
curious to know what so unusual a 
sequel to the service of the day could 
mean. At the first, words a silence, stern 
as death, fell over all. The Sabbath quiet 
of the hour and of the place was 
deepened into a terrible solemnity. He 
told them all the story of the cowardly 
murder at Lexington by the royal troops; 
the heroic vengeance following hard 
upon it; the retreat of Percy; the 
gathering of the children of the Pilgrims 
round the beleaguered hills of Boston; 


then pausing, and looking over the silent 
throng, he said slowly, ‘Men of New 
Jersey, the red coats are murdering our 
brethren of New England! Who follows 
me to Boston?’ And every man in that 
audience stepped out of line, and 
answered, ‘li’ There was not a coward 
or a traitor in old Hopewell Baptist 
Meeting-House that day.” (Cathcart, 
William. Baptists and the American 
Revolution. Philadelphia: S.A. George, 
1876, rev. 1976) 

Jonas Clark was pastor of the 
Church of Lexington, Massachusetts, on 
April 19, 1775, the day that British 
troops marched on Concord with orders 
to arrest Sam Adams and John 
Hancock, and to seize a cache of 
firearms. Pastor Clark’s male 
congregants were the first ones to face- 
off against the British troops as they 
marched through Lexington. When you 
hear the story of the Minutemen at the 
Battle of Lexington, remember those 
Minutemen were Pastor Jonas Clark 
and the men of his congregation. 

So many Baptist preachers 
participated in America’s War for 
Independence that President George 
Washington wrote a personal letter to 
the Baptist people saying, “I recollect 
with satisfaction that the religious 
societies of which you are a member 
have been, throughout America, 
uniformly and almost unanimously, the 
firm friends to civil liberty, and the 
preserving promoters of our glorious 
Revolution.” 

Without question, the 
courageous preaching and example of 
colonial America’s patriot-pastors 
provided the colonists with the 
inspiration and resolve to resist the 
tyranny of the Crown and win America’s 
freedom and independence. 

I invite readers to visit my 
Black Regiment web page to learn more 







about my attempt to resurrect America’s 
Black-Robed Regiment. -- July 3, 2013 

New World Order Manifesto: 
“Declaration of 
Interdependence” (1975) 

When in the course of history 
the threat of extinction confronts 
mankind, it is necessary for the people 
of the United States to declare their 
interdependence with the people of all 
nations and to embrace those principles 
and build those institutions which will 
enable mankind to survive and 
civilization to flourish. 

Two centuries ago our 
forefathers brought forth a new nation; 
now we must join with others to bring 
forth a new world order. On this historic 
occasion it is proper that the American 
people should reaffirm those principles 
on which the United States of America 
was founded, acknowledge the new 
crises which confront them, accept the 
new obligations which history imposes 
upon them, and set forth the causes 
which impel them to affirm before all 
peoples their commitment to a 
Declaration of Interdependence.... 

WE AFFIRM that the resources 
of nature are sufficient to nourish and 
sustain all the present inhabitants of the 
globe and that there is an obligation on 
every society to distribute those 
resources equitably, along with a 
corollary obligation upon every society 
to assure that its population does not 
place upon Nature a burden heavier 
than it can bear.... 

WE AFFIRM that the economy 
of all nations is a seamless web, and 
that no one nation can any longer 
effectively maintain its processes of 
production and monetary systems 
without recognizing the necessity for 
collaborative regulation by international 
authorities.... 

WE AFFIRM that a world 
without law is a world without order, and 
we call upon all nations to strengthen 
and to sustain the United Nations and its 
specialized agencies, and other 
institutions of world order, and to 
broaden the jurisdiction of the World 
Court, that these may preside over a 
reign of law that will not only end wars 
but end as well that mindless violence 
which terrorizes our society even in 
times of peace. 

We can no longer afford to 
make little plans, allow ourselves to be 
the captives of events and forces over 
which we have no control, consult our 
fears rather than our hopes. We call 
upon the American people, on the 
threshold of the third century of their 



national existence, to display once again 
that boldness, enterprise, magnanimity 
and vision which enabled the founders 
of our Republic to bring forth a new 
nation and inaugurate a new era in 
human history. 

The fate of humanity hangs in 
the balance. Throughout the globe, 
hearts and hopes wait upon us. We 
summon all Mankind to unity to meet the 
great challenge. 

- Written by historian Henry 
Steele Commager; and issued by the 
World Affairs Council of Philadelphia, as 
a direct challenge to the celebration of 
200 th anniversary of the 1776 signing of 
the Declaration of Independence. 
According to research in the 
Congressional Record 31 senators and 
98 representatives supported the 
manifesto, among them New Jersey’s 
Sen. Williams, and Representatives 
Fenwick, Florio, Forsythe, Meyner, 
Rodino, Thompson; and Helstoski (94 th 
Congress). 

Supreme Court Rules Fifth 
Amendment Has to Actually 
Be Invoked 

By Scott Shackford 
In a 5-4 decision the 
Supreme Court ruled today that a 
potential defendant’s silence can be 
used against him if he is being 
interviewed by police but is not arrested 
and has not verbally invoked the 
protection of the Fifth Amendment. 

Tim Lynch at the Cato 
Institute explains that the Salinas v. 
Texas case was intended to be about 
whether prosecutors could cast 
aspersions on a defendant’s silence 
during questioning that took place prior 
to arrest — prior to the defendant being 
told he had the right to remain silent. 
Instead, the Supreme Court determined 
that they wouldn’t rule on the matter 
because the defendant had never 
invoked the Fifth Amendment’s 
protection. This decision means that it’s 
the responsibility of the individual to 
know about the protections offered by 
the Fifth Amendment prior to arrest and 
to actually verbally invoke it. 

The Court said Salinas 
simply remained silent and did not 
“formally” invoke any constitutional 
right, so prosecutors could offer 
commentary to the jury. The Justices 
put the "burden" on the individual, not 
the government. 

Justice Stephen Breyer’s 
dissent notes that it should have been 
fairly clear that the defendant was 
invoking his Fifth Amendment right not 
to incriminate himself even if he didn’t 


use the words “Fifth Amendment”. 

The irony here is that the 
ruling is yet another reason to actually 
never cooperate with the authorities, 
ever. [Invoke] the Fifth Amendment 
anytime you are put in a position to 
speak to one. 

-- http://reason.com/blog/2013/06/17 

House votes to curb DHS 
ammunition purchases 

The House of 

Representatives voted late Wednesday 
to limit the amount of ammunition the 
Department of Homeland Security can 
purchase and stockpile. 

The amendment blocks 
funds from being used to buy 
ammunition until the department 
submits to Congress a comprehensive 
report on its ammunition usage and 
purchase history. 

Lawmakers and Second 
Amendment advocates have fumed 
over reports that DHS and other 
agencies were buying millions of 
rounds of ammunition, thus fueling the 
national shortage and driving up prices. 

Nick Nayak, a DHS 
procurement officer, said at a House 
oversight subcommittee hearing in April 
that the department planned to 
purchase about 750 million rounds over 
five years. 

The rest of the 1.6 billion 
rounds of ammunition the department 
reportedly aims to obtain would be 
purchased by Immigration and 
Customs Enforcement, the federal 
government's second largest criminal 
investigative agency. 

ICE's ammunition requests 
in the last year included: 

-450 million rounds of .40-caliber duty 
ammunition 

-40 million rounds of rifle ammunition a 
year for as many as five years 
-176,000 rifle rounds on a separate 
contract 

-25,000 blank rounds 

-- June 05, 2013 FoxNews.com 

The Other Side Begins Calling 
for Action Against Gun 
Owners 

(GunNews.com) — The 
anti-gun-rights mob are calling for the 
federal government to move against 
gun-rights supporters — in particular, 
the NRA — and arrest, jail, try, 
rendition, or otherwise attack 
outspoken gun-rights supporters. 
Examples of the attacks: 

Dr. Christopher Swindell of 
Marshall University wrote “Gun safety 


I 


In the beginning of change the patriot is a scarce man, brave, hated and scorned. When his cause succeeds, however, the 
timid join him, for then it costs nothing to be a patriot. - Mark Twain 







debate is B.S.” in the Charleston (W.V.) 
Gazette: Watching the celebration at 
the NRA convention over the defeat of 
background checks was the most 
nauseating experience of the day.... 
The NRA advocates armed rebellion 
against the duly elected government of 
the United States of America. That’s 
treason, and it’s worthy of the firing 
squad. We are not a tin pot banana 
republic where machine gun toting 
rebel groups storm the palace and 
depose the dictator. Normally, I am a 
peaceable man, but in this case, I am 
willing to answer the call to defend the 
country - from them.... It’ll be an MIA 
Abrams tank, supported by an F22 
Raptor squadron with Hellfire missiles. 
Try treason on for size. See how that 
suits. And their assault arsenal and 
RPGs won’t do them any good.... 

Keith Darling-Brekhus, 
wrote in “Flirting with treason: The 
insurrectionist ideology of the NRA 
leadership”: If the men and women in 
the NRA leadership and their 
Congressional supporters want to 
fantasize about waging guerrilla 
warfare against the federal government 
they have the freedom to do that and 
nobody has yet taken the guns away 
from Wayne LaPierre, Ted Nugent or 
Don Young despite their incendiary 
rhetoric. However, when they throw 
their tantrums and launch rhetorical 
firebombs at the government, we do 
not have to accept their claims of 
patriotism and let them wrap those 
arguments in the American flag. In a 
functioning democracy, armed 
insurrection is not a form of patriotism it 
is treason and the NRA leadership is 
flirting with treason when they embrace 
paranoid insurrectionist fantasies and 
abandon all reason in the process. It is 
time we call it what it is and stop 
treating such arguments as 
intellectually valid or morally defensible. 

Dave Perry, Aurora (Colo.) 
Sentinel editor, wrote in “We Can Only 
Save Ourselves From Kidnappers At 
The NRA”: No more due process in the 
clear-cut case of insidious terrorism. 
When the facts are so clearly before all 
Americans why bother with this 
country’s odious and cumbersome 
system of justice? Send the guilty 
monsters directly to Guantanamo Bay 
for all eternity and let them rot in their 
own mental squalor. No, no, no. Not 
the wannabe sick kid who blew up the 
Boston marathon or the freak that’s 
mailing ricin-laced letters to the 
president. I’m talking about the real 
terrorist threat here in America: the 
National Rifle Association. 

— www.gunnews.com June 6, 2013 


Arkansas to become 
“Constitutional Carry” state 

According to 

Arkansascarry.com: "In July, Arkansas 
will become the fifth state to enact 
“Constitutional Carry”. Act 746 was 
signed into law by Governor Mike 
Beebe on April 4th, 2013, after 
receiving only one “nay” vote from the 
legislature. 

Constitutional Carry occurs 
in a state when no laws exist that 
generally restrict the carry of handguns 
(open or concealed) for self-defense 
purposes." 

Arkansas joins Vermont, 
Arizona, Alaska, and Wyoming in 
enjoying full “constitutional carry” rights. 
(Certain parts of Montana and New 
Mexico have such systems, too.) 
Effectively, “constitutional carry” means 
that citizens are presumed to enjoy the 
right to bear arms as a matter of 
course, rather than that right’s being 
contingent upon a permitting process. 
This is clearly preferable even to liberal 
permitting regimes, not just because it 
better abides by the logic of Anglo- 
American liberty but because it 
removes the scope for middlemen to 
interfere or to use the system as a 
means of raising money. 

It is a rare thing indeed 
when lost rights are recovered. But gun 
rights really are in the midst of a 
transformation. Until 2003, Vermont 
was the only state that retained its 
“constitutional carry” system. Now, 
there are five, and 13 other states are 
currently considering joining them. 

Charles C. W. Cooke, 
nationalreview.com, July 2, 2013 

The 10 most shocking things 
the FBI has done since 9/11 

As Congress considers James 
B. Comey to lead the FBI for the next 
ten years, lawmakers should examine 
measures to rein in a bureau that has 
undermined civil liberties in the name of 
fighting terrorism. This is a false trade 
off: we can be both safe and free. 

1. USA Patriot Act Abuse 

The FBI using the Patriot Act's 
"business records provision" to track all 
U.S. telephone calls is only the latest in 
a long line of abuse such as the FISA 
Amendments Act that underlies the 
PRISM program. 

2. 2008 Amendments to the Attorney 
General's Guidelines 

These Guidelines created an 
intrusive investigation called an 
"assessment," which required no 
"factual predicate" before FBI agents 
could search through government or 
commercial databases, conduct overt 


or covert FBI interviews, and task 
informants to gather information about 
people or infiltrate lawful organizations. 
From 2009 to 2011, the FBI opened 
over 82,000 "assessments" of 
individuals or organizations, less than 
3,500 of which discovered information 
justifying further investigation. 

3. Racial and Ethnic Mapping 

The 2008 AG Guidelines also 
authorized "domain management 
assessments" which allow the FBI to 
map communities by race and ethnicity. 
For example the FBI mapped entire 
Chinese and Russian communities in 
San Francisco on the theory that they 
might commit organized crime. 

4. Unrestrained Data Collection and 
Data Mining 

The FBI has swept up private 
information from data aggregators for 
data mining purposes. In 2007 the FBI 
said it amassed databases containing 
1.5 billion records, which were 
predicted to grow to 6 billion by 2012, 
equal to "20 separate ‘records' for each 
man, woman and child in the United 
States." The FBI Foreign Terrorist 
Tracking Task Force, has 360 staff 
members running 40 projects. Analysts 
use data mining tools to establish "risk 
scores" for U.S. persons. A 2013 IG 
audit questioned the task force's 
effectiveness, concluding it "did not 
always provide FBI field offices with 
timely and relevant information." 

5. Suppressing Internal Dissent: The 
FBI War on Whistleblowers 

The FBI is exempt from the 
Whistleblower Protection Act. The FBI 
has aggressively investigated 
whistleblowers from other agencies, 
leading to an unprecedented increase 
in Espionage Act prosecutions under 
the Obama administration, almost 
invariably targeting critics of 
government policies. 

6. Targeting Journalists 

Recently, the FBI obtained 
records from 21 telephone lines used 
by over 100 Associated Press 
journalists, including the AP's main 
number in the U.S. House of 
Representatives' press gallery. 

7. Thwarting Congressional 
Oversight 

The FBI has thwarted 
congressional oversight by withholding 
information, limiting or delaying 
responses, or worse, by providing false 
or misleading information. Examples 
include deceptive responses to 
questions about government 
surveillance authorities. 

8. Targeting First Amendment 
Activity 

A 2010 IG report confirmed 
the FBI conducted inappropriate 




investigations of domestic advocacy 
groups engaged in environmental and 
anti-war activism, and falsified public 
responses to hide this fact. Other FBI 
documents showed FBI exploitation of 
community outreach programs to 
secretly collect information about law- 
abiding citizens, including a mosque 
outreach program. 

9. Proxy Detentions 

During the Bush 

administration the FBI requested, 
facilitated, and/or exploited the arrests 
and detention of U.S. citizens by 
foreign governments, often without 
charges, so they could be interrogated, 
sometimes tortured, then interviewed 
by FBI agents. A 2010 case involving 
an American teenager jailed in Kuwait, 
may indicate this activity has continued 
into the Obama administration. 

10. Use of No Fly List to Pressure 
Americans Abroad to Become 
Informants 

The number of U.S. persons 
on the No Fly List has more than 
doubled since 2009, and people are 
denied their due process rights to 
meaningfully challenge their inclusion. 
In many cases Americans only find out 
they are on the list while they are 
traveling abroad. FBI agents 
sometimes offer to take people off the 
No Fly List if they agree to become an 
FBI informant. In 2010 the ACLU filed a 
lawsuit arguing that barring them from 
flying without due process was 
unconstitutional. -- American Civil 
Liberties Union, July 8, 2013 

Report: Two more killings 
traced to missing Fast & 
Furious guns 

Another weapon lost in the 
Obama administration's failed Fast and 
Furious gun-tracking operation has 
purportedly been traced to two more 
killings, including the fatal shooting of a 
police chief in Mexico. 

The officer was killed Jan. 29 in 
the city of Hostotipaquillo when gunmen 
intercepted his patrol car and opened 
fire, according to Justice Department 
records obtained by The Los Angeles 
Times. The chiefs bodyguard was also 
killed and a second bodyguard and the 
chiefs wife were wounded. 

Operation Fast and Furious 
was run out of an Alcohol, Tobacco, 
Firearms and Explosives field office in 
Arizona. The plan was to sell guns to 
buyers and trace them in the black 
market as the crossed the U.S.-Mexico 
border, with the expectation they would 
lead federal officials to drug cartel 
leaders. 


However, hundreds of guns 
were lost in the operation. And roughly 
210 people have either been killed or 
wounded by them, according to Mexican 
officials. 

In addition, U.S. Border Patrol 
agent Brian Terry was fatally shot. 

His 2010 death sparked 
several Capitol Hill investigations and a 
vote by the Republican-controlled 
House to hold Attorney General Eric 
Holder in contempt of Congress for not 
turning over records. 

The semi-automatic rifle that 
killed the police chief in central Mexico 
has been traced to the Lone Wolf 
Trading Company, a gun store in 
Glendale, Ariz. 

The gun was purchased in 
February 2010 by 26-year-old Jacob A. 
Montelongo, of Phoenix, who 
purportedly bought more than 100 guns 
connected to Fast and Furious. He is 
now serving 41 months in prison on 
charges including making false 
statements and smuggling goods from 
the United States. 

The ATF declined to discuss 
the issue with the newspaper. 

- http://www.foxnews.com July 6, 2013 

Another View: Gabrielle 
Gifford and Mark Kelly are 
wrong about gun control 

By John Lott 

The onslaught against Sen. 
Kelly Ayotte continues. Since she dared 
to vote against the Senate gun control 
bill in April she has endured inaccurate 
ads from out-of-state opponents such as 
NYC Mayor Michael Bloomberg. 

Now former Arizona 
Democratic Congresswoman Gabrielle 
Giffords and her husband, Mark Kelly, 
are taking their turn to stir up opposition 
when they visit New Hampshire today. 

While deserving our greatest 
sympathy for the tragedy they have 
personally suffered, Giffords and Kelly 
are plain wrong about the "common- 
sense gun control proposals" they 
advocate. 

Consider "background checks." 
According to Kelly: "40 percent of all 
Americans who buy a gun buy it without 
a background check." That is simply 
false. 

The 40 percent figure rounds 
up a claim that 36 percent of transfers 
were done without a background check, 
and that number came from a small, 
251-person survey conducted two 
decades ago, from November 1991 to 
December 1994. That is the only study 
done, and most of the survey covered 
sales before the Brady Act instituted 
mandatory federal background checks, 


telling us nothing about background 
checks after the law. 

More importantly, the 36 
percent figure comes from including 
such transactions as inheritances or 
gifts from family members. If you look at 
guns that were bought or traded, just 12 
percent would have been transferred 
without a background check. 

Kelly gets another basic fact 
wrong. He claims: "roughly 1.7 million 
criminals and mentally ill people have 
been stopped from buying a gun by a 
background check since 1999." But 
these were only "initial denials," not 
people prevented from buying guns. 

The Bureau of Alcohol, 
Tobacco, and Firearms dropped more 
than 94 percent of those "initial denials" 
after just preliminary reviews. Even after 
those cases were dropped, at least 22 
percent of the remaining cases were still 
incorrectly stopping law-abiding citizens 
from buying guns, bringing the total 
false positive rate to more than 95 
percent. 

My own research suggests 
these delays might actually contribute to 
a slight net increase in violent crime, 
particularly rapes. 

Unfortunately, despite Kelly's 
claims, a background check would not 
have stopped the man who shot 
Giffords. Jared Loughner had never 
been legally found to have suffered 
mental illness, nor had he ever been 
convicted of a crime. 

Nor would background checks 
on private transfers have stopped the 
Connecticut, Wisconsin, Colorado or 
other attacks. And even complete gun 
bans in Washington, D.C., and Chicago 
have not stopped criminals from getting 
guns. 

Expanded background checks 
might well be reasonable, but only if the 
current system is fixed. Despite the 
pressure on Sen. Ayotte, she 
understands that we shouldn't pass laws 
just to feel that we must do something. 

- John Lott is a former chief economist 
at the U. S. Sentencing Commission and 
the author of "More Guns, Less Crime.” 

NRA hammers Bloomberg 
group with latest video 

The pushback against Mayor 
Michael Bloomberg’s Mayors Against 
Illegal Guns Group is still well underway, 
with the National Rifle Association 
unleashing a devastating web video 
against the anti-gun group. 

“What has New York Mayor 
Michael Bloomberg done this week?" 
asks a text scroll kicking off the new 
video. “His group honored the Boston 
bomber." 




The reference is to the 
revelation that MAIG included Boston 
Marathon bomber Tamerlan Tsarnaev in 
readings of a list citing so-called “gun 
violence victims.” 

News that the group had 
honored a terrorist made national 
headlines, forcing an apology within 
hours. 

It didn’t stop there, though. 
Subsequent stories broke showing that 
the list also included alleged criminals 
and killers gunned down in shootouts 
with law enforcement. 

Nashua Mayor Donnalee 
Lozeau denounced the group’s tactics 
and has since abandoned ship, and an 
open letter to Bloomberg was released 
yesterday, calling MAIG’s citing of 
criminals as victims “deeply shameful.” 

-- http://nhjournal.com/2013/06/26 

Miller: New taxes penalize gun 
owners, threaten Second 
Amendment 

Liberals are trying every 
tool at their disposal this year to go 
after guns. They have failed on Capitol 
Hill to restrict the Second Amendment, 
so they are moving through the states 
to enact their agenda. 

The latest maneuver is to 
hike the tax on guns and ammunition to 
dissuade the law-abiding from buying 
firearms. It's the perfect storm of 
liberalism more revenue for a bigger 
government and fewer people keeping 
and bearing arms. 

President Obama's 

hometown of Chicago started the 
movement late last year by enacting a 
$25 tax on new firearm purchases. 

In February, Rep. Linda T. 
Sanchez, California Democrat, and 26 
of the most uber-liberals in the House 
introduced a bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code to create an excise tax 
of 10 percent on any concealable gun 
in order to empower Attorney General 
Eric H. Holder Jr. to establish a 
firearms buy-back grant program. 

Since the Newtown, Conn., 
school-shootings tragedy, anti-gun 
states across the nation have 
introduced similar measures. 

A new bill in the House 
would prevent this infringement on the 
Second Amendment. Rep. Sam Graves 
introduced legislation on June 13 that 
would make it illegal for states and 
municipalities to raise taxes or fees on 
firearms and ammunition. The Missouri 
Republican's proposal would also 
prevent raising taxes in order to pay for 
background checks. "The Constitution 
says 'shall not infringe,' " Mr. Graves 
told me in an interview Thursday. 


The states with the most 
radical proposals are Maryland and 
Connecticut, both of which are 
proposing raising taxes on ammunition 
by 50 percent. 

A bill introduced in New 
Jersey proposes a 7 percent levy on 
ammunition sales. 

The irony is that the 
pressure to outlaw or control the sale of 
firearms accelerates sales. The 
national instant criminal-background 
checks were up 20 percent in April. 

Liberals love to raise taxes 
to push their social agenda, whether to 
push us out of our cars, stop us from 
smoking, force us to eat low-fat foods 
or curtail our drinking of alcohol. 

In their worldview, 
individuals are not capable of being 
responsible for their own health and 
well-being, so they need the nanny 
state to enforce proper behavior via 
their pocketbooks. However, unlike 
cigarettes and martinis, guns are 
guaranteed by the Bill of Rights. 

The House should pass the 
Graves bill quickly to show the states 
that their gun-grabbing scam will 
misfire. -- Emily Miller, Washington 
Times, June 25, 2013 

Men - the new second class 
citizens 

By Suzanne Venker 

The truth is, men have become 
second-class citizens. 

The most obvious proof is male 
bashing in the media. From sit-coms 
and commercials that portray dad as an 
idiot to biased news reports about the 
state of American men, males are 
pounced on left and right. 

The war on men begins in 
grade school, where boys are at a 
distinct disadvantage. Not only are 
curriculums centered on girls’ rather 
than boys’ interests, the emphasis is on 
sitting still at a desk. Plus, many schools 
have eliminated recess. Such an 
environment is unhealthy for boys, for 
they are active by nature and need to 
run around. And when they can’t sit still 
teachers and administrators often 
wrongly attribute their restlessness to 
ADD or ADHD. The message is clear: 
boys are just unruly girls. 

Things are no better in college. 
There, young men face the perils of Title 
IX, the 1972 law designed to ban sex 
discrimination in all educational 
programs. 

Under Title IX, the ratio of 
female athletes is supposed to match 
the ratio of female students. So if not 
enough women sign up for, say, 


wrestling and ice hockey, well then: no 
more wrestling and ice hockey. 

Title IX is also abused when it 
comes to sex. In 1977, a group of 
women at Yale used Title IX to claim 
sexual harassment and violence 
constitute discrimination against women. 

Genuine harassment and 
violence should be punishable offenses, 
obviously. But the college campus is a 
breeding ground for sexual activity. 
Sexual misconduct does not necessarily 
constitute harassment—and women 
have as much of a role to play as men 
do. 

There’s an unspoken 
commandment when it comes to sex in 
America: thou shalt never blame the 
woman. 

Judith E. Grossman shed light 
on this phenomenon in a recent Wall 
Street Journal op-ed. A former feminist, 
Grossman concedes that in the past she 
would have expressed “unqualified 
support” for policies such as Title IX. But 
that was before her son was charged 
with “nonconsensual sex” by a former 
girlfriend. 

“Title IX has obliterated the 
presumption of innocence that is so 
foundational to our traditions of justice. 
On today’s college campuses, neither 
“beyond a reasonable doubt,” nor even 
the lesser “by clear and convincing 
evidence” standard of proof, is required 
to establish guilt of sexual misconduct,” 
she writes. 

In family courts men are 
routinely stripped of their rights and due 
process. The Violence Against Women 
Act (VAWA) is easily used against them 
since its definition of violence is so 
broad that virtually any conflict between 
partners can be considered abuse. 

“If a woman gets angry for any 
reason, she can simply accuse a man 
and men are just assumed guilty,” notes 
Dr. Helen Smith, author of the new 
book, "Men on Strike." Smith adds 
violence in domestic relations “is almost 
50% from men and 50% from women.” 

The media don’t believe men 
can be victims of domestic violence—so 
they don’t report it. They would rather 
feed off stories that paint women as 
victims. And in so doing, they’ve 
convinced America there’s a war on 
women. 

Yet it is males who suffer in our 
society. From boyhood through 
adulthood, the White American Male 
must fight his way through a litany of 
taunts, assumptions and grievances 
about his very existence. His oppression 
is unlike anything American women 
have faced. Unlike women, however, 
men don’t organize and form groups 




when they’ve been persecuted. They 
just bow out of the game. 

America needs to wake up. We 
have swung the pendulum too far in the 
other direction—from a man’s world to a 
woman’s world. 

That’s not equality. That’s 

revenge. 

-- www.foxnews.com/opinion2013/07/12 

USPS Logging All Mail for Law 
Enforcement 

WASHINGTON —The Mail 
Isolation Control and Tracking program 
uses Postal Service computers to 
photograph the exterior of every piece of 
paper mail that is processed in the U.S. 
— about 160 billion pieces last year. It is 
not known how long the government 
saves the images. 

The program was created after 
the anthrax attacks in 2001 that killed 
five people, including two postal 
workers. Highly secret, it seeped into 
public view last month when the F.B.I. 
cited it in its investigation of ricin-laced 
letters sent to Pres. Obama and NYC 
Mayor Bloomberg. It enables the Postal 
Service to retrace the path of mail. 

“In the past, mail covers [when 
postal workers record information from 
the outside of letters and parcels before 
they are delivered] were used when you 
had a reason to suspect someone of a 
crime,” said Mark D. Rasch, who worked 
on several fraud cases using mail 
covers in the Justice Department. “Now 
it seems to be, ‘Let’s record everyone’s 
mail so in the future we might go back 
and see who you were communicating 
with.’ Essentially you’ve added mail 
covers on millions of Americans.” 

Bruce Schneier, a computer 
security expert, said, “Basically they are 
collecting the information on the outside 
of your mail, the metadata, if you will, of 
names, addresses, return addresses 
and postmark locations, which gives the 
government a pretty good map of your 
contacts, even if they aren’t reading the 
contents.” 

But law enforcement officials 
said mail covers and the automatic mail 
tracking program are invaluable. 

In a criminal complaint filed 


June 7, the F.B.I. said a postal 
investigator tracing the ricin letters was 
able to narrow the search to a woman in 
Texas by examining information from 
the front and back images of 60 pieces 
of mail scanned immediately before and 
after the tainted letters sent to Obama 
and Bloomberg showing return 
addresses near her home. 

Other agencies, including the 
DEA and the DHS, have used mail 
covers to track drug smugglers and 
Medicare fraud. 

For mail cover requests, law 
enforcement submits a letter to the 
Postal Service, which can grant or deny 
a request without judicial review. Law 
enforcement officials say the Postal 
Service rarely denies a request. In other 
government surveillance programs, like 
wiretaps, a federal judge must sign off 
on the requests. 

The mail cover surveillance 
requests are granted for about 30 days, 
and can be extended for up to 120 days. 

Law enforcement officials need 
warrants to open the mail, although 
Pres. G. W. Bush asserted in a signing 
statement in 2007 that the federal 
government had the authority to open 
mail without warrants in emergencies or 
in foreign intelligence cases. 

Court challenges to mail covers 
have generally failed because judges 
have ruled that there is no reasonable 
expectation of privacy for information 
contained on the outside of a letter. The 
Bush and Obama administrations, in 
fact, have used the mail-cover court 
rulings to justify the N.S.A.’s 
surveillance programs, saying the 
electronic monitoring amounts to the 
same thing as a mail cover. Congress 
briefly conducted hearings on mail cover 
programs in 1976, but has not revisited 
the issue. 

Postal officials refused to 
discuss either mail covers or the Mail 
Isolation Control and Tracking program. 

— Ron Nixon, N.Y. Times, July 3, 2013 

Stand your ground law 

Stand-your-ground laws 

recognize the right to use reasonable 
force to defend oneself without any 
requirement to evade or retreat from a 


dangerous situation. One key distinction 
is whether the concept only applies to 
defending a home or vehicle, or whether 
it applies to all lawfully occupied 
locations. 

"Stand your ground" governs 
federal case law. The Supreme Court 
ruled in Beard v. U.S. (158 U.S. 550 
(1895)) that a man who was "on his 
premises" when he came under attack 
and "...did not provoke the assault, and 
had at the time reasonable grounds to 
believe, and in good faith believed, that 
the deceased intended to take his life, or 
do him great bodily harm...was not 
obliged to retreat, nor to consider 
whether he could safely retreat, but was 
entitled to stand his ground.” 

Brown v. U.S. (256 U.S. 335, 
343 (1921)) upheld the "no duty to 
retreat" maxim, when it held that 
"detached reflection cannot be 
demanded in the presence of an uplifted 
knife." -wikipedia.org 

Tsarnaev not guilty of federal 
charges 

The Boston bombing suspect 
Dzhokhar Tsarnaev has been charged 
with multiple federal offenses, but none 
of them are authorized by the U.S. 
Constitution for offenses committed on 
state territory, as the acts in Boston 
were. 

The second of the unanimous 
Kentucky Resolutions of 1798, written 
by Thomas Jefferson, summarized the 
original understanding of the U.S. 
Constitution: 

2. Resolved, That the 
Constitution of the United States having 
delegated to Congress a power to 
punish treason, counterfeiting the 
securities and current coin of the United 
States, piracies, piracies and felonies 
committed on the high seas, and 
offences against the laws of nations, 
and no other crimes whatever. 

If the federal courts were 
constitutionally compliant, they would be 
compelled to dismiss all charges against 
Tsarnaev, and let the State of 
Massachusetts prosecute him under its 
laws, -jon.roland@constitution.org, July 
14,2013 
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